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Magalie R. Salas, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
The Portals

445 12" Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Notice of Ex Parte Presentation by Intermedia Communications Inc.
In the Matter of:
Access Charge Reform ) CC Docket No. 96-262

CC Docket No. 94-1

CC Docket No. 96-45

Price Cap Performance Review )

Interexchange Carrier Purchases )

of Switched Access Services )
Petition of U S West ) CC Docket No. 99-249
Communications, Inc. )

Dear Ms. Salas:

Pursuant to Sections 1.1206(b)(1) and (2) of the Commission’s Rules, Intermedia
Communications Inc. (“Intermedia”), and by its undersigned counsel, submits this notice in the
above-captioned docketed proceedings of oral and written ex parte presentations made on March
1, 2000. The presentations were made by Heather Gold, Vice President, Industry Policy,
Intermedia, and Jonathan Canis of Kelley Drye & Warren LLP. The presentations were made to:

DCO1/CANILI/106026.1



KELLEY DRYE & WARREN rLpP

March 3, 2000
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Michelle Carey, Chief, Policy and Program Planning Division
John Reel, Attorney-Advisor, Policy and Program Planning Division

During the presentations, Intermedia discussed a variety of issues related to the
appropriate forms of compensation that should apply to ISP-bound traffic terminated between
interconnected local carriers. Specifically, Intermedia urged the Commission to expeditiously
issue an order finding that the appropriate level of compensation for ISP-bound dial-up calls is
the reciprocal compensation rate that applies to local traffic passed between interconnected local
exchange carriers, unless and until a state regulatory commission sets some other form of
TELRIC-based compensation. Intermedia also asked the Commission to take other action to
prevent harassing litigation by ILECs on this matter. During the presentations, two written
pieces were distributed. Copies are attached to this notice.

Pursuant to the Commission’s rules, Intermedia submits an original and a copy of this
notice of ex parte contact by hand delivery for inclusion in the public record of the above-
referenced proceedings. Please direct any questions regarding this matter to the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted, .
7 P

LTl

Jonathan E. Canis

cc: Michelle Carey, Chief, Policy and Program Planning Division
John Reel, Attorney-Advisor, Policy and Program Planning Division
International Transcription Service

DCO1/CANIJ/106026.1



RECEVERS

BEFORE THE FLORIDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

Complaint of Intermedia Communications Inc., | DOCKET NO. s

against BellSouth Telecommunications. Inc.. for
Breach of Terms of Florida Interconnection | FILED: October §, 1999

Agreement under Sections 251 and 252 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, and Request
for Relief

COMPLAINT OF INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.
Intermedia Communications Inc. (“Intermedia”), through its counsel. pursuant to Section

364.01, Florida Statutes, 47 U.S.C §252 (e)(1) and lowa Utilities Board v. F.C.C., 120 F.3d 753

(8" Cir. 1997), aff'd in part and rev’d in part, AT&T Corp. v. lowa Utilities Bd., 119 S.Ct. 721

(1999), hereby files this Complaint against BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., (“BellSouth™)
for breach of the terms of the Interconnection Agreement dated June 21, 1996, by and between
BellSouth and Intermedia (the “Agreement™). As grounds for this Complaint and demand for
relief, Intermedia states as follows:

L INTRODUCTION

1. This is an administrative action to enforce the terms of the Agreement, approved
by this Commission in Order No. PSC-96-1236-FOF-TP, issued on October 7, 1996, in Docket
No. 960769-TP.

II. JURISDICTION
2. The exact name and address of the Complainant is:
INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.
3625 Queen Palm Drive
Tampa, Florida 33619

3. All notices, pleadings, orders and other documents submitted in this proceeding

should be provided to the following persons:

~r, -



Complaint of Intermedia Communications Inc.
Filed: October 8, 1999
Page 2ol 11

Scott Sapperstein. Senior Policy Counsel
INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.
3625 Queen Palm Drive

Tampa; Florida 33619

Tel: (813) 829-0011

Fax: (813) 829-4923

Patrick Knight Wiggins
WIGGINS & VILLACORTA, P.A.
2145 Delta Boulevard

Suite 200

Tallahassee, Florida 32303
Tel: (850) 385-6007

Fax: (850) 385-6008

Jonathan E. Canis

Enrico C. Soriano

KELLY DRYE & WARREN LLP

1200 19 Street, N.W. e
Suite 500

Washington, D.C. 20036

Tel: (202) 955-9600

Fax: (202) 955-9792

4. The complete name and principal place of business of the Respondent to the
Complaint is:
BellSouth Telecommunications, Inc.
675 West Peachtree Street
Atlanta, Georgia 30375
5. Intermedia is, and at all material times has been, a competitive local exchange
carrier authorized to provide telecommunications services, including telephone exchange,

exchange access. and telephone toll. in Florida. BellSouth is, and at all material times has been,

an incumbent local exchange carrier in Florida.
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6. Section 251(a)(1) of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the “Act™). 47 U.S.C.
§ 231(a)(1), obligates all telecommunications carriers to “interconnect directly or indirectly with
the facilities and equipment ofolher telecommunications carriers.” Section 251(b)(5) of the Act.
47 U.S.C. § 251(b)(5). obligates Intermedia and BellSouth, as “local exchange carriers”
("LECs”) under the Act, to “establish reciprocal compensation arrangements for the transport and
termination of telecommunications.” Section 252 of the Act, 47 U.S.C. § 252, govems the
manner in which interconnection is negotiated between interconnecting telecommunications
carriers.

7. Pursuant to Section 252 of the Act, 47 U.S.C. § 252, Intermedia and BellSouth
negotiated the Agreement and filed it with this Commission on June 25, 1996. In accordance
with Section 252(e) of the Act, 47 U.S.C. § 252(¢), the Commission approved the Agreement as
noted above on October 7, 1996. The portions of the Agreement relevant to this Complaint
(Section IV and Attachment B-1) are attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as
Exhibit A.'

8. Pursuant to the terms of the Agreement, Intermedia and BellSouth have
interconnected their networks to enable end-user customers subscribing to Intermedia’s local
exchange service to place calls to end-user customers subscribing to BellSouth’s local exchange

service, and vice versa.

' On February 16, 1999, Intermedia and BellSouth executed an amendment to the Agreement, which among other
things, extended the effect of the Agreement as amended from time to time until December 31, 1999. This
amendment was filed with the Commission for approval on February 18, 1999. It was approved in Order No. PSC-
99-0632-FOF-TP, issued April 2, 1999, in Docket No. 990187-TP. , —




Complaint of Intermedia Communications Inc.
Filed: October 8, 1999
Page 4of 11

9. On June 3. 1998. Intermedia and BellSouth executed an “Amendment to Master
Interconnection Agreement Between Intermedia Communications Inc. and BellSouth
Telecommunications. Inc. Dated July 1. 1996” (the “Amendment™), which is material to this
Complaint. The Amendment was filed with the Commission on July 13, 1998. In accordance
with Section 252(e) of the Act, 47 U.S.C. § 252(e), the Commission approved the Amendment in
Order No. PSC-98-1347-FOF-TP, issued October 21, 1998, in Docket No. 980879-TP. A copy
of the Amendment is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit B.

10. By ﬁle terms of the Agreement, the parties may petition the Commission for a
resolution of any dispute that arises as to the interpretation of any provision of the Agreement.?

11.  The Commission has jurisdiction to consider this Complaint pursuant to Sections
364.01, 364.03, and 364.285, Florida Statutes.

12. The Commission also is authorized under the Act to adjudicate disputes relating
to the interpretation and enforcement of interconnection agreements. This authority was
explicitly recognized by the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals in Jowa Utilities Board v. F.C.C.,
ms

13.  Thus, the Commission has jurisdiction to interpret and enforce the terms of the

Agreement and the Amendment under both federal and state statutes.

2 Section XXII1. )

*The court stated that “We believe that the state commission’s plenary authority to accept or reject
[interconnection agreements} necessarily carries with it the authority to enforce the provisions of agreements that
the state commissions have approved.” 120 F.3d at 804. That portion of the Eighth Circuit’s opinion was vacated
by the Supreme Court on ripeness grounds. AT&T Corp., supra.

~e, -
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III. STANDING

14. Intermedia’s substantial interest in this Complaint is the enforcement of the
Agreement between Intermedia and Be!]SouthIWith respect to the application of the appropriate
reciprocal compensation rate for transport and termination of local traffic.

15.  Accordingly, Intermedia has standing to bring this Complaint for hearing before
this Commission pursuant to Section 120.569(1), Florida Statutes, Agrico Chemijcal Co. v,
Department of Environmental Regulation, 406 So. 2d 478,482 (Fla. 2d DCA 1981) and Section
252 of the Act.

IV. ALLEGATIONS OF FACT

16.  Section IV.B of the Agreement states, in relevant part, that “[e]ach party will pay
the other for terminating its local traffic on the other’s network the local interconnection rates as
set forth in Attachment B-1.” Attachment B-1, in turn, establishes the applicable reciprocal rate
for local traffic termination as $0.01056 per minute of use (“MOU™). Intermedia has exchanged
local traffic with BellSouth on the basis of that provision.

17.  On September 15, 1998, the Commission issued Order No. PSC-98-1216-FOF-
TP* in Docket No. 980495-TP,? in which it determined that the parties were obligated under the
Agreement to pay reciprocal compensatign for the transport and termination of telephone
exchange service that is terminated to end-user customers who are internet service providers. A
copy of the Commission’s decision is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as

Exhibit C.

‘ Pending decision in Case No. 4:98 CV 352-RH, U.S. District Court, Northemn District of Florida.
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18.  OnJanuary 8. 1999. Intermedia made demand on BellSouth for payment in the
amount of $23.617.329.00 for reciprocal compensation due and owing as of November 30. 1998.
A copy of the letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit D.
BellSouth was unresponsive to Intermedia’s demand.

19. On April 20, 1999, the Commission issued Order No. PSC-99-O758-FOF-TP, 1n
which it denied BellSouth’s motion for a stay of Order No. PSC-98-1216-FOF-TP. A copy of
the Commission’s decision is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit E.

20. On May4, 1.999, Intermedia made demand again on BellSouth for payment---this
time in the amount of $34,563,780.40--for reciprocal compensation due and owing as of March
30, 1999. A copy of the demand letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as
Exhibit F. BellSouth responded on May 11, 1999, stating that it “will continue the status quo.”
A copy of BellSouth’s response is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as
Exhibit G.

21. On July 2, 1999, pursuant to the Commission’s order, BellSouth sent Intermedia a
check in the amount of $12,723,883.38, claiming it to be payment of reciprocal compensation
owed to Intermedia through April 1999. A copy of BellSouth’s transmittal is attached hereto and
incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit H.

22. On July 13, 1999, Intermedia wrote a letter to BellSouth stating that the amount of
the check was not adequate to compensate Intermedia for the reciprocal compensation traffic that

Intermedia had terminated for BellSouth through April 1999. Intermedia stated, moreover, that it

*Docket No. 980495-TP was consolidated with Docket Nos. 971478-TP, 980184-TP and 980499-TP, the

~e e,
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could not discern the method BellSouth used to calculate the amount remitted on the basis of
BellSouth’s accompanying spreadsheet. but that it would shortly advise BellSouth of the correct
amount 10 be paid. A copy of .Intemmedia’s letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by
reference as Exhibit [.

23. On July 26, 1999, Intermedia wrote a follow-up letter to BellSouth, demonstrating
with the support of a spreadsheet that the correct amount BellSouth still owed to Intermedia for
the period in question, after accounting for prior BellSouth payments to date, was
$37,664,908.70,° leaving a palance outstanding of $24,841,025.32. A copy of Intermedia’s letter

is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit J.

24.  Inaddition, in the July 26, 1999, letter, Intermedia advised BellSouth that for the
months of May and June 1999, BellSouth owed still a balance outstanding of $6,672,925.23.’
Thus, accounting for the payment of $12,723,883.38, Bclleuth owes Intermedia still an amount
of $31,513,950.55¢ for reciprocal compensation traffic terminated through the end of June 1999
in Florida.

25.  Therates established in the Agreement at Attachment B-1 have been effective at
all times pertinent to this Complaint, and presently remain effective for the duration of the
Agreement.’ The composite rate for DS-1 tandem switching is $0.01056 per MOU. Inteﬁncdia

has, without exception, remitted monthly invoices to BellSouth for reciprocal compensation

complaints of MCIMetro, TCG and WorldCom, respectively.

¢$3,546,628.85 of this amount consists of late payment charges, which were not calculated correctly according to
Section IV.B. of the Agreement. Intermedia will advise BellSouth of the correct amount of late payment charges
after recalculating it on the basis of BellSouth’s obligation to pay quarterly.

? This amount consists of $36,869.80 in late payment charges, subject to the same calculation error.

* This amount is subject to adjustment upon recalculation of late payment charges.
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based on this rate. from the invoice for February 1997 services to the most recent invoice for July
1999 services. See Exhibit I.

26. BellSouth refuses to pay the composite rate of $0.01056 per MOU for
compensable traffic occurring after June 2. 1998. Rather. BellSouth unilaterally applies a rate of
$0.00200 per MOU for local tandem switching."® BellSouth justifies this five-fold reduction on
the claim that the Amendment, by its terms, sets new rates that are unconditionally and
universally applicable to every exchange of local traffic between BellSouth and Intermedia.
Specifically, in a Jetter datgd August 27, 1999, from Ms. Nancy White, General Counsel-Florida
for BellSouth to Mr. Scott Sapperstein, Senior Policy Counsel for Intermedia, BellSouth takes

the following position:

The intent of the June 3, 1998 Amendment to the Interconnection
Agreement between Intermedia and BellSouth, which was signed
by both parties, was to establish elemental rates for local traffic.
The Amendment specifically states in paragraph 3 that "The Parties
agree to bill Local traffic at the elemental rates specified in
Attachment A." Additionally, paragraph 4 provides for
"...reciprocal compensation being paid between the Parties based
on the elemental rates specified in Attachment A." (emphasis
added)

A copy of BellSouth’s letter is attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference as Exhibit K.
27.  The plain language and meaning of the: Amendment is diametrically opposed to
BellSouth’s interpretation.
28.  BellSouth’s attempt 1o apply the elemental rates specified in the Amendment by

improperly severing the rate provision from the rest of the Amendment must fail because of the

*See supra note 1.
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manner in which the rates are positioned in the Amendment. In particular. the elemental rates are

placed beneath the following introductory statement:

Multiple Tandem Access shall be available according to the
following rates for local usage."

This language clearly ties the elemental rates in the Amendment to the implementation of MTA.
29.  The Amendment states, in relevant part:

The Parties agree that BellSouth will, upon reqguest,
provide, and [Intermedia)] will accept and pay for, Multiple
Tandem Access, otherwise referred to as Single Point of
Interconnection, as defined in 2. following'?. (emphasis
added).

Multiple Tandem Access, in turn, is defined as an

arrangement [which] provides for ordering interconnection
to a single access tandem, or, at a minimum, less than all
access tandems within the LATA for [Intermedia’s]
terminating local and intraLATA toll traffic and
BellSouth’s terminating local and intraLATA toll traffic
along with transit traffic to and from other ALECs,
Interexchange carriers, Independent Companies and
Wireless Carriers. This arrangement can be ordered in one
way trunks and/or two way trunks or Super Group. One
restriction to this arrangement is that all of [Intermedia’s]
NXXs must be associated with these access tandems;
otherwise, [Intermedia] must interconnect to each tandem
where an NXX is “homed” for transxt traffic swnched to
and from an Interexchange Carrjer.”

30.  The Amendment simply allows Intermedia to request from BellSouth Mutiple

Tandem Access (MTA), if desired by Intermedia, and sets the terms and conditions for the

"*Intermedia is unable to determine the source for this rate. It does not appear in Attachment A of the Amendment
as BellSouth claims.

1 Amendment, Attachment A.

2 Amendment, Item 1.
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provision of MTA where requested by Intermedia.

31. Intermedia has never requested that BellSouth provide MTA to Intermedia
pursuant to the Amendment. BellSouth has never provided MTA to Intermedia under the
Amendment pursuant to Intermedia’s request. Likewise. Intermedia has never accepted the
provisioning of MTA by BellSouth under the Amendment. Currently, and at all times material
to this proceeding, Intermedia, to the best of its knowledge, has direct interconnection trunks to
each and every tandem in the relevant Local Access and Transport Areas.

32 On informat._ion and belief, BellSouth has also applied an incorrect rate for
computing compensation due to Intermedia for compensable local traffic occurring before June
3, 1998. Specifically, BellSouth appears to have applied a rate of $0.01028 per MOU rather than
the correct rate of $0.01056 per MOU. See Exhibit H, page 6.

33.  Thus, BellSouth has denied, continues to deny, Intermedia the full compensation
to which it is entitled under the Agreement. Accordingly, BellSouth is in breach of the
Agreement.

V. REQUEST FOR RELIEF | |

WI{EREFORE, Intermedia requests that the Commission (1) find that BellSouth is in
breach of the Agreement; (2) determine that the appropriate rate to be applied at all times under
the Agreement for purposes of recip;ocal compensation for the transport and termination of local

traffic is the rate of $0.01056 per MOU for DS-1 tandem switching as established in the

Agreement at Attachment B-1; (3) upon that determination, order BellSouth to remit full

> Amendment, Item 2.




Complaint of Intermedia Communications Inc.
Filed: October 8, 1999
Page 11 of 11

payment to Intermedia without delay. including payment of late payment charges pursuant to the
Agreement: (4) require BellSouth to apply the correct rate for compensable local traffic occurring
before June 3. 1998; and (5) grant such other relief as the Commission deems appropriate.

Respectfully submitted.

ﬁw@”gb%)ﬂw

Patrick Knight W1ggms
WIGGINS & VILLACORTA, P. A
2145 Delta Boulevard, Suite 200
Tallahassee, Florida 32303

Tel: (850) 385-6007

Fax: (850) 385-6008

Scott Sapperstein

INTERMEDIA COMMUNICATIONS INC.
3625 Queen Palm Drive

Tampa, Florida 33619

Tel: (813) 829-0011

Fax: (813) 829-4923

Jonathan E. Canis

Enrico C. Soriano

KELLY DRYE & WARREN LLP
1200 19* Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Tel: (202) 955-9600

Fax: (202) 955-9792

Counsel for Intermedia Communications Inc.

~—r, -




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that
furnished by U.S. Mail or hand delivery* this 8th day of October,

1999, to the following:

Nencv B. White*

c/o Nency Sims
BellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc.

150 South Monroe Street,

Tallahassee, FL 32301

#400

copy of the foregoing has been

Cathy Bedell

Florida Public Service
Commission

2540 Shumard Oak Boulevard
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0850

e @Qw/}m

Charles J. Pellegrini
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Service access provided by two or more LECs and/or ALECs or by one LEC in two or
more states within a single LATA.

{l. Purpose

The panies gesirz to enter into this Agreament consistent with all applicable
iatutes, rules and regulations in efiect as of the date of its

federal, state and local statu
execution including, without limitation, the Act at Sections 251, 252 and 271 and to

replace any and all other prior agreements, both written and oral, including, without
limitation, that certain Stipulation and Agreement dated December 7, 1995, applicabie
to the state of Florida conceming the terms and conditions of interconnection. The
access and interconnection obligations contained herein enable ICl to provide
competing telephone exchange service and private line service within the nine state

region of BellSouth.

il Term of the Agreement

A. The term of this Agreement shall be two years, beginning July 1,, 1996.

' B.  The-parties agree that by.no later than July 1, 1897, they shall commence
negotiations with regand to the terms, conditions and prices of local mterconnectxon to

be effective beginningJuly 1 1998.

C. If, within 135 days of commencing the negotiation referred to in Section i
(B) above, the parties are unable to satisfactorily negotiate new local interconnection
terms, conditions and prices, either party may petition the commissions to establish
appropnate local interconnection arrangements pursuant to 47 U.S.C. 252. The parties
agree that, in such event, they shall encourage the commissions t issue its order
regarding the appropriate local interconnection arrangements no later thanMarch
11997. The parties further agree that in the event the Commission does not issue its
order prior to July 1,1998 or if the parties continue beyondJuly 1, 1998 to negotiate the
local interconnection arrangements without Commission intervention, the terms,
conditions and prices ultimately ordered by the Commission, or negotiated by the -

parties, will be ‘effective retroactive to July 1, 1998. Until the revised local
interconnection arrangements become effective, the parties shall continue to exchange .

traffic pursuant to the terms and condrbons of this Agreement

iv. Local Interconnection

A. The delivery of local traffic between the parties shall be reciprocal and _
compensation will be mutual according to the provisions of this Agreement. The parties

agree that the exchange of traffic on BellSouth’'s EAS routes shall be considered as
:al traffic and compensation for the temmination of such traffic shall be pursuant to the

terms of this section. EAS routes are those exchanges within an exchange's Basic
: L T
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Local Calling Area, as defined in Section A3 of BellSouth’s General Subscriber Services
Tarifi.

B. Each party will pay the other for terminating its local traffic on the others
network the local-interconnection rates as set forth in Attachment B-1, by this reference
incorporated herein. The charges for lccal interconnection are to billed monthly and
payable quarterly after appropriate adjustments pursuant to this Agreement are made.
Late payment fees, not to exceed 1% per month after the due date may be assessed, i
interconnection charges are not paid, within thirty (30) days of the due date of the

quarterly bill.

C. The first six month period after the execution of this Agreement is a
testing period in which the parties agree to exchange data and render billing. However,
no compensation during this period will be exchanged. If, during the second six month
period, the monthly net amount to be billed prior to the cap being applied pursuant to
subsection (D) of this section is less than $40,000.00 on a state by state basis, the
parties agree that no payment is due. This cap shall be reduced for each of the
. subsequent six month periods as follows: 2nd period—~$40,000.00; 3rd period—

" $30,000.00; and 4th period-$20,000.00. The cap shall be $0.00 for any period after
ﬁle expiration of thxs Agreement but prior-to the execution of a new agreement. :

e I T o —,.z

T s lreR T

“<D. The parhes agree that neither party shall be required to compensate the

other for more than 105% of the total billed local interconnection minutes of use of the
.. party.with the lower total billed local interconnection minutes of use in the same month
-on a statewide basis. This cap shall apply to the total billed local interconnection
minutes of use measured by the local switching element calculated for each party and
any affiliate of the party providing local exchange telecommunications services under
the party’s certificate of necesstty issued by the Commission. - Each party will report to
the other a Percentage Local Usage ("PLU") and the application of the PLU will
determine the amount of local minutes to be billed to the other party, Until such time as
actual usage data is available or at the expiration of the first year after the execution of
this Agreement, the parties agree to utilize a mutually acceptable surrogate for the PLU
factor. The calculations , including examples of the calculation of the cap between the
parties will be pursuant to the procedures set out in Attachment A, incorporated herein
by this reference. For purposes of developing the PLU, each party shall consider every
local call and every long distance call. Effective on the first of January, Agril, July and

October of each year, the parties shall update their PLU.

E. The parties agree that there are three appropriate methods of
nterconnecting facilities: (1) virtual collocation where physical collocation is not
ractical for technical reasons or because of space limitations; (2) physical collocation;
'nd (3) interconnection via purchase of facilities from either party by the other party.
*~*~s and charges for coliocation are set forth in Attachment C-13, incorporated herein
. s reference. Facilities may be purchased at rates, termns and conditions set forth

' BellSouth's intrastate Switched Access (Section E6) or Special Access (Section E7)
. “
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AnNachmert 8-V

Local interconneciion Service

f ce: Local tntercoanection®
Tecription: Provides (o the use of BallSOuth Switzhing ana transpert lacilities and common suUDILTIDEC 2lant for connacting cails van
an ALEC s Point of Interface (POl) and 2 BellSoutn end uter.

f can ais0 be Uted 1O CONNECT C3IIS Detween an ALEZ and an Interexcnange Carner (IC) and Indepencant Exchange Tekeshone
Company {ICT), of 1 Mobile Service Servica Proviger (MSP), o7 Detween Two ALEC L

1z fumished on & pef<runk basiz. Trunks are differertuated by UIriC fyDe anc Clireclcnaity. There ase two major trafnc types:
{1) Locar and [2) Intarmediary. Local recesents Uafiic frem the ALET s PUItC 2 BeliSouth Langem o end office ang Intermeciary
represents traffic cag:nated of lerminrated by an ALEC which (g irtercannecied wnn an IC, KCO, MS? or another ALEC.

Rates and charges will be agpliled 23 InCicatad beiCw. <
Statels): Alabama Flonda
Per I Appued Montnly Appited] Ron- | ASpued Per |  Appled | Monthly jAppliedi Noa-  Appied
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30.00036 | fac. termn. - - - - $0.00028 | fac. ot - - - -
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T andem nlermediary Charge™ $0.002 | sccees mou - - - - $0.002 { scowes mou - - - l -
[Compotite Rate-0S 1 Daedicated $0.00578 30.01028
[Composde Rate-0S1 Tandem Sw. 30.00991 $0.01056
£7 Keatucky -
Monthty Moo | Appilied [ Appiied | Momhly jAppled| - Non= .| Appled
Recur. Recur.|  Per | MOU Por | Recur.-|  Pur -{-Recur.- {-: Per
313381 LCoFust] —oom ~- ] . - >~ SIBB{LC «- §-$8668T LG -Frt
- LC « Ad - - $488.83 | LS « ALY
350 ad - - - 2350 mig] <>~ .| =
$90.0Q 100.43 | £ac, tecen, - - $00.00 $100.48 | foc. borm.
- - - $0.00004 | per mie - - - -
- - - $0.00035 | tac. tecm. - - - -
- - - $3.00755 | scosss mou - - - -
- - - $A.00074 | sccess moy - - - -
- - - KNOIZIE Preavi0lmou] - - -
$Q.01448 [Tearne/100
- - - - $A.002 | sccees Moy - - - -
‘amposite Ra1e-051 Dedicated $0.009738 J0.00978
ompotde Rate-0S1 Tandem Sw. $0.00991 $0.00991

tales sre dicplayed of the 051+1.544 Mope. level, For fates and charges appicable 1o other srrangement leveie, reder 1o Section E8 of BelSouth Telecomnmunication's,

«.'s Intractate Access Tarkd
mrmmmwmhumruh
a 051 decks 'dwwmuwsmmwmmmsmmmmsmw Thae

151 Local Chhannel: denot
ement wik 2pply when sesociated with secvices ardecsd by an ALEC which ufiizee a BelSouth faciiier. This stement ls nct required when an ALEC is coliocated.

S1 Dedicated Trantport: provides tranemicsion and facily lenmination. The faciity teamination sppies for sach DS 1 interoffics Clannel lecrninated. Can be uced
o the ALEC's serving wins cenier 10 the end users end oice or from the ALEC's secving with center 10 the tandern.

omeon Tranepart: Composad of Comumnon Transport faciliies as delecmined by BelSouth and permits the transmission of calis tecminaled by

cecs Tandem Swilching: mmummm-nuwrmm«nu«d‘awq. The Access Tandem Swikching
arpe T acsessed on off lagnineting tninutes of yse swiiched ot the scoses tarcdem.

ampensation CredX (CAPY: BelSauth and the ALECSE will nat be required io campensata sech other for more than 105% of the total billed kucal interconnection
ntes of uxe of the party with the lower fotal blled jocal intarconnection mirutes of use hen,nrmm

—,
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ORDER NO. 2SC-98-1347-FOF-7F
ATTACHMENT 4
DOCKET NO. G80870-Tp
DACE <
AMENDMENT
* T0

MASTER INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT BETWEEN
INTERMEDLA COMMUNICATIONS, INC. and
BELLSOUTH TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

DATED JTLY ], 19986

Pursuant 10 this Agreement (the “Amenédziezt™), Intermedia Conumunications, Iac.
(“ICI™) and BeliSouth Telecommunications, Inc. ("BellSouth™) bereinafier referred w0
coliectively as the “Punties™ hereby 2gee 10 2mend thet centain Master Interconnection
Agrsement berween the Parties effectve July 1, 1996 (“Interconnection Agreement”).

NOW THEREFORE, in considerztion of the mutual provisions contained herein sad
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt aad sufficiency of which are hereby
acknowledged, ICT and BellSouth bereby covenant and agree as follows:

I. The Partics agree that BellSouth will, spon request, provide, aod
1C1 will accept and pey for, Muhiole Tandem Access, otherwise referred to as
Single Point of Interconnection, 2s defined in 2, following:

2, This arrangement provides for ordscing interconnoction to a single access
tandem; of, ata miaimum; fess than all access tandems within the LATA for:

- ICT's terminating Jocal and intral ATA toll traffic and BellSouth's terminsting-
local z0d intral ATA toll traffic along with transit traffic to and from other
ALEC;, Interexchange Carriers, Independent Companies and Wireless Carriers.
This ssTangement can be ordered in one way runks and/or too way trunks or.
Super Group. One restriction to this arrangement is that 2l of ICI"s NXO(s must
be associzted with these access txadems; otherwise, ICT must interconnect to
achundemwhmxnmuﬁamad'fwmuntﬁcmcdwmdﬁvm

an Interexchenge Carrier.

3. The Parties agroe to bill Local traffic a1 the clemennl rates specified in
Attactment A,

4. This amendment will result in racx;mcd compeasation being paid berween the
Parties basad on the clemental rates specified in Attachment A.

s. The Pardes agree that al) of the other pmi{ions of the Intercommeczion
Agresmenr, cated July 1, 1996, chzll remain in full foree 203 effec:.

. Thz Parass further agree that erther cr both of the Parties is aurhorized 1o
submit this Amendment 10 the respeuve K2ts reguiatory authorities for
zpproval subject 1o Section 252(e) of tha Federa] Telecomrmunications Act of
1996.



